


Each Complete Street is unique and must reflect the
context of its particular community. One Complete
Street might include bike lanes while another might
include a separated bikeway. One might narrow trav-
el lanes and another might implement a road diet.

The components included, or not included, will

FUNDING

This section describes
able to fund the projed

in this plan, and prese

ed funding currently a
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Table 7-4. Funding Sources

Funding Source

Class | Bicycle

Path
Class Il Bicycle

Route
Planning and

Class Il
Bicycle Lane
Class IV
Protected
Bikeways
Pedestrian
Projects
Programs

Con?estlon Mitigation and Air
Quality Program (CMAQ)

Regional Surface Transportation
Block Grant (RSTBG)

Highway Safety Improvement
Program (HSIP) Grants

Caltrans Transportation
Planning Grants

Local Transportation Fund (LTF)

California State Parks Recreational
Trails Program (RTP)

Land and Water Conservation
Fund (LWCP)

Active Transportation Program (ATP)

Transportation Development Act (TDA)

Affordable Housing and Sustainable
Communities Program (AHSC)

California Office of Traffic Safety
Pedestrian and Bicycle Safety Grants

East Bay Regional Park District
(EBRPD) Measure WW

MTC One Bay Area Grant (OBAG)

BAAQMD County Program
Manager Fund

BAAQMD Transportation
Fund for Clean Air (TFCA)

Measure J, Transportation for
Livable Communities (TLC)
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Measure J, Pedestrian, Bicycle and .
Trail Facilities (PBTF) program

® ® ® O

. Funds may be used for this category O Funds may be used for this category, though with restrictions O Funds may not be used for this category
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PROJECT COSTS AND AVAILABLE The funding committed to those projects — $172 mil-

FUNDING lion — will reduce the amount of funding needed to
The Authority has estimated the costs for developing $1.23 billion. Through 2040, the Authority estimates that

the bicycle, pedestrian and safe routes to school proj- another $790 million in potential future funding could be

ects identified by our partners. CCTA's Comprehensive available for bicycle, pedestrian and safe routes to school
Transportation Project List (CTPL) contains 328 bi- projects. This leaves a remaining shortfall of $443 million.
cycle-pedestrian or Safe Routes to School projects

with a total cost of over $1.4 billion (see Table 7-5). Table 7-5 only estimates the cost of bicycle, pedestrian

and safe routes to school projects submitted by local

sponsors. For example, it does not include new projects

Table 7-5. Bicycle & Pedestrian Project Costs and Committed Funding

Category Cost/Funding Estimate

Project Costs

2018 Bicycle / Pedestrian Projects $1,404,069,000

Committed Funding as of 2017

Bicycle/Pedestrian $136,000,000
Safe Routes to School $36,000,000
Total Committed Funding $172,000,000
Shortfall - $1,232,069,000

Potential Future Funding through 2040

Complete Streets $177,000,000
Safe Routes to School $290,000,000
Pedestrian, Bicycle, and Trail Facilities $279,000,000
Safe Transportation for Children $44,000,000
Total Potential Future Funding $790,000,000
Total Committed and Potential Future Funding $962,000,000
Total Shortfall -$442,069,000
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needed to complete the CBN (see Table 5-1) or other

locally-identified bicycle, pedestrian or SRTS projects. It
also does not include the cost of the bicycle and pedestri-
an components included in other kinds of projects. The
Authority’s CTPL includes about $1 billion of projects

— such as arterial or transit improvements and mainte-
nance — that include bicycle or pedestrian components
but do not estimate their separate cost. The Safe Routes to
School Assessment found a funding need of $243 million
for projects and an annual cost of $58 million for SRTS
programs. (This cost is included in the Table 7-5 estimates.)
Further, local jurisdictions, often with Authority support,
will develop bicycle, pedestrian and corridor plans that
will identify new projects and actions. These new projects
will add to the total cost of meeting the need for safe, con-
nected active transportation facilities. For example, the
recent Olympic Boulevard Trail Corridor Study, devel-
oped jointly by the County, Lafayette and Walnut Creek,
identified about $12 million in new bicycle and pedestri-
an projects, which were added to the CTPL and the proj-

ects in Appendix E, “Local Bicycle & Pedestrian Projects.”
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This chapter calls for the Authority to conduct a
Pedestrian Needs Assessment. The Authority earlier
conducted an SR2S needs assessment to better under-
stand the cost of providing needed safe routes projects
and programs. The pedestrian needs assessment will
examine the street network in Contra Costa, evaluate
the extent of missing components, estimate the cost
of developing these missing components, and identify

guidelines for developing and maintaining the system.

These estimates point to the need to add to the funding
available to build, maintain and operate the proposed net-
work of safe, connected facilities for people who walk or
bicycle. The Authority’s legislative program has long sup-
ported efforts to protect and expand the funding available
for transportation projects. The Authority will use the
costs identified above to make the case for new funding
that can be used to implement this plan’s strategies and

better serve people who walk and bicycle in Contra Costa.
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